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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States ' 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Klenske (U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2005/0197909). 

Referring to claims 1-13. Klenske discloses a method comprising: 

• Receiving information describing one or more items for sale by a seller (abstract); 

• Facilitating a sale of the items through one or more online sales channels 
(abstract); and 

• Reporting metrics to the seller regarding the one or more items for sale on the 
one or more online sales channels, wherein the metrics comprise top-line 
highlights, bottom-line highlights, SKU-level information, and an executive 
summary (figures 3a and 3b). 

• Goods (abstract), a central source for measuring and assessing information 
(abstract), recommendations for improving sales (figure 4), feedback in 
comparison to sales targets (abstract), adjustments to sales pricing (abstract), 
software infrastructure (abstract), tracking of financial information (figure 5), 
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business-specific information (figure 5), receiving and validating a PDF 
(paragraph 42). 

Referring to claims 14-25. Klenske discloses all of the above and further 
discloses a system comprising: 

• Reports on items for sale (abstract and paragraph 34), targets relating to 
forecasts (abstract), a reporting tool to present the reports (paragraph 34), 
benchmarks or comparison of actual to forecasted sales (abstract), 
recommendations (figure 4), top and bottom line highlights or financial 
information (figure 4), insights to costs (paragraph 10), customization of reports 
presenting feedback allowing a the seller to assess performance (abstract and 
paragraph 9), ability to facilitate organized view of auction data (figures 3a-3b) 
including a web based presentation (paragraph 70), and information on gross 
sales (paragraph 10). 

Referring to claim 26. Claim 26 is rejected under the same rationale set forth 

above. 

Claims 1-3, 8-9, 12-13, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Wang (U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0154134). 

Referring to claim 1 . Wang discloses a method comprising: 

• Receiving information describing one or more items for sale by a seller (Wang: 
figure 1); 
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• Facilitating a sale of the items through one or more online sales channels (Wang: 
abstract); and 

• Reporting metrics to the seller regarding the one or more items for sale on the 
one or more online sales channels, wherein the metrics comprise top-line 
highlights, bottom-line highlights, SKU-level information, and an executive 
summary (Wang: figure 5). 

Referring to claims 2-3. Wang further discloses a method wherein an item 
comprises a good and the reporting provides the seller with a central source for 
measuring and assessing information (Wang: abstract). 

Referring to claim 8. Wang further discloses a method comprising providing a 
software infrastructure that enables the seller to provide information describing one or 
more items to be sold on the one or more online sales channels (Wang: abstract). 

Referring to claim 9. Wang further discloses a method comprising keeping track 
of information related to the one or more items for sale, wherein the information 
comprises financial information and quantity of goods sold, wherein the financial 
information comprises fees and costs (Wang: figure 5). 

Referring to claim 12. Wang further discloses a method comprising receiving 
business specific information (Wang; figure 5). 

Referring to claim 13. Wang further discloses a method comprising validating 
data entry of the items for sale (Wang: figure 1 ). The examiner notes that validating the 
information regarding the item for sale in within a user interface as disclosed in Wang or 
a PDF is not patently distinct. 
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Referring to claim 26. Claim 26 is rejected under the same rationale set forth 
above in the rejection of claim 1 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

■ i 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4-7, 10-11, and 14-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Wang (U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0154134) in 

view of Jin (U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2005/0033648) 

Referring to claims 4-7 and 10-11. Wang discloses all of the above as noted 
under the 102 (e) rejection but does not expressly disclose recommendations to 
improve the sale price of items and comparing actual sales to sales targets. Jin 
discloses a method comprising: 

• Recommendations to improve item sale prices (Jin: abstract); 

• Feedback on a condition of sales in comparison to sales targets (Jin: figure 5), 
determined by the seller (Jin: figure 5); 

• Reporting metrics facilitates sales adjustments response to an auction (Jin: figure 
8). 

• Recommendations on sales showing cause and effect patterns (Jin: figure 10), 
the recommendations based on the seller's preferences (Jin: figures 5 and 7). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to have modified the method of Wang to have included 
recommendations to improve the sale price of items and comparing actual sales 
to sales targets, as taught by Jin, in order optimize seller's returns based on 
seller created rules (Jin: abstract). 

Referring to claims 14-25. The combination of Wang and Jin disclose all of the 
above and further discloses a system comprising: 

• Reports providing information from a connection provider to a seller (Wang: 
figure 5); 

• Targets relating to forecasts determined by the seller (Jin: figure 5 and paragraph 
31); 

• A reporting tool to present reports with qualitative subjective information (Jin: 
paragraphs 110-111). 

• Benchmarks or comparison of actual sales to the seller's targets (Jin: figure 10), 
a summary with recommendations and analysis (Jin: abstract and paragraph 31), 
a dashboard or report with financial performance results and comparison of sales 
performance and forecast (Jin: figure 10), customized by the seller (Jin: figures 5 
and 7), capability to facilitate organized views of auction data (Jin: figure 6) in a 
web based format (Jin: paragraph 10) showing gross sales (Jin: figure 6). 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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• Duel discloses a method and system for electronic report handling, such as for 
metrics reports concerning electronic auctions. 

• Zeidman discloses a method for providing history data to sellers about internet 
auction and marketplaces. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason B. Dunham whose telephone number is 571-272- 
8109. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeff Smith can be reached on 571-272-6763. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-27 f 2-1000. 



JBD 

Patent Examiner 
12/29/06 




